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to which school of his followers we are to attach our-
selves. I need not consider the polemic which Mr.
Balfour has directed against the writers who have
given a version of Hegelian principles in England.
Personally, I agree with his criticisms in a general
way; but I fancy that even the adherents of those
principles would defend themselves mainly by de-
claring that they do not make such pretensions as he
ascribes to them. They try, at most, to indicate a way
of approaching, not of solving the problems. But, at
least, they would claim to have done one thing:
namely, to have proved the inadequacy of the rival
system of empirical philosophy, accepted by the
English followers of Locke, and now mainly repre-
sented for us by Mr. Herbert Spencer. I only add to
this, that it is not a question of the convictions of any
individual thinker, however eminent Philosophies of
every different variety have been not merely accepted
by those who first devised them, but have been
taken up in good faith by whole schools of disciples ;
they have been tested, on a large scale, by systematic
application to all relevant questions, and one after
the other has become bankrupt; has lost its hold on
the world, and confessed that it leaves the riddle as
dark as it was before. All that can be claimed for
the greatest philosophers is, that they have, at least,
proved that certain paths which seemed to lead